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Art Unit: 3781 

1 . Claims 1-8, and 16-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. 

It is noted that the helmet portion 400 extending from behind the golf club over extending 
from behind the golf clubs at 412 and then draped over the golf clubs as shown in Fig. 12. Thus 
the recitation: "from above the top edges of the heads" is incorrect. This is a new matter 
rejection. 

2. Claims 1-8, and 16-20, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

It is noted that the helmet portion 400 extending from behind the golf club over extending 
from behind the golf clubs at 412 and then draped over the golf clubs as shown in Fig. 12. Thus 
the recitation: "from above the top edges of the heads" is inaccurate. 

3. Claims 1-4, 16, and 18- 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Bradshaw et al. (6161698). Bradshaw teaches a helmet either portion 48 and 58. The amended 
claim do not impart any structure between the claimed helmet and the helmet as set forth in 
Bradshaw et al. 

Regarding claim 16, note that 58 can be called the protective member extending over and 
protecting a portion of the helmet as shown in Fig. 12. 
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4. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Newman-Butler 
(1612741). Newman-Butler teaches an body having first end and a second end, the body 
defining a cavity there between, an adjustable and flexible helmet attached to the body 
comprising a head portion and shaft portions 

With respect to the new limitation that body dimensioned to contain a golf bag. It is 
noted that the device of Newman-Butler is capable of storing a smaller golf bag, e.g., Townsend, 
Jr. (note bag 10 inside another bag in Fig. 10, or DeMichele (note bag in Figs. 26-28), or the bag 
in Barrise et al. (20020144917). 

5. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tan 
(6401890) in view of Newman-Butler. Tan teaches a carrier, a golf bag and a set of clubs. Tan 
meets all claimed limitations except for the flexible helmet. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to provide a bag with a flexible helmet as taught by Newman-Butler to 
provide an alternative bag for carrying. 

Regarding claim 4, note the sleeve is portion 4 as claimed. 

6. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Lickton 
(6039243). Regarding claim 1, Lickton teaches a carrier with a body, and an adjustable helmet 
at portion 38. 

Regarding claim 9, Lickton teaches a carrier with a body comprising a longitudinal axis 
and defining a cavity adapted to contain a golf bag with a set of golf clubs therein, a protective 
member 42 passing through the sleeve (Note Fig. 14). The protective member having a first and 
second free end extending from opposing side of the sleeves and the entire circumference of the 
golf bag 
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Regarding claim 16, 17, 19, 20, Lickton teaches a body dimensioned to received and 
contain a golf bag with a set of golf clubs, a golf club protection assembly comprising a flexible 
helmet 38 configured to overlie a top edge of the golf club head and constraining at least some of 
the golf club from above the golf club heads, and a protective member 42 separate from the 
helmet and configured to extend around an outer periphery of the golf bag and surround the sides 
of the golf clubs and extending over and protecting a portion of the helmet. 

Regarding claim 17, note that the two free ends of portion 42 in Lickton overlapped at the 
fasteners portion. 

Regarding claim 19, note that locking device being the buckle assembly. 

7. Claims 6, 10, 11, and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lickton in view of either Orestano or Hammill. To the degree it is argued that the two ends 
portions of the protective member 42 are not overlapped. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide overlapping straps as taught by either Orestano or Hammill to 
provide an alternative means for securing the inside bag. 

8. Claims 3, 15, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lickton in view of Spector (5 135222). To the degree it is argued that the draw string in Lickton 
is not adjustable. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a 
locking assembly as taught by Spector to enable to secure the bag easily. 

9. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. The new 
limitation "from above the top edges of the heads" does not impart any structure over the cover 
of Bradshaw. There is a portion of the cover extending from above the top edge as claimed. 
With respect to the Newman-Butler reference, the examiner submits that the bag of Newman- 
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Butler is capable of containing a smaller golf bag with a smaller set of golf clubs as set forth 
above. With respect to the Lickton reference, applicant asserts that element 38 is a sack and can 
not be a helmet and that it is not attached to the base 14 of the container 10, the examiner 
submits that the term "helmet" can be broadly interpreted as element 38. Furthermore, the 
examiner submits that portion 38 engage the golf club and limit the movement of the clubs 
longitudinally and it is attached to the carrier via straps or protection device 42. Furthermore, it 
is noted that the protection device 42 passes through the rigid sleeve 34 as shown in Fig. 14 (note 
the two side brackets is part of the rigid sleeve forming a hole in the sleeve and the protection 
device 42 passing through them.) 

10. Claim 21-24, 26-27 are allowed. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tri M. Mai whose telephone number is (571)272-4541 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anthony Stashick can be reached on (571)272-4561 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Tri M. Mai/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3781 



